Attachment 1
Raw Avocado Nutrition Label
derived by using data from
1993~1997 california Avocado Commission (CAC)
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Table 1
1893~1997 California Avocado Commisgsion (CAC) Data
for Avocados ?
Serving Size: 100 grams (raw)

CALORIES TOTAL
FROM TOTAL SATURATED CARBO- DIETARY VITAMIN VITAMIN
SAMPLE® LAB WATER ASH CALORIES FAT FAT FAT SODIUM® PCTASSIUM HYDRATE FIBER SUGARS PROTEIN a c CALCIUM IRON
DATE (g) (g) (keal) (kcal) (g) (g) (mg) (g} (g} (g) (g) (g} (I, (mg) (g} (mg)
g GLl/18/83 77.4G 1.80 131.04 $c.60 11.80 '1.92 . . 6.40 . 0.G66C 2.50 133.30 .

10 01/19/%3 76.80 1.50 131.78 85.42 11.40 1.61 . . 7.30 . . 3.00 125.00 . .

11 01/198/93 78.50 1.20 125.88 93.74 11.20 1.66 . . 6.50 . . 2.60 141.7¢0 . .

12 10/04/83 64.40 1.60 232.66 194.18 23.20 3.97 . . 9.10 . .20 1.70 100.00 . .

13 10/0G5/83 66.80 2.10 209.12 171.5¢ 20.50 2.82 . . §.00 . . 2.60 166.70 . .

i4 10/18/983 68.80 1.50 193.0¢ 152.33 18.20 2.57 . . 8.80 . . 2.70 116.70 . .
15 04/28/94 70.60 1.4Q 183.75 146.48 17.5 2.32 8.17 618.00 8.30 . . 2.20 . 10.60 15.00 0.531
i6 05/02/9¢ 69.50 2.70 igc.61 158.1¢ 18.90 2.64 13.16 640.00 6.3C . . 2.60 . g8.20 11.00 0.526
17 05/06/%4 7%.60 2.20 111.26 81.1¢9 g.70 1.28 17.00 €381.0C 6.30 . . 2.20 . 9.60 7.53 0.652
18 12/29/%4 77.80 1.00 118.29 74.4% 8.90 1.47 . 456.00 10.30 . . 2.00 . 13.¢0 18.00 0.57¢
18 01/03/985 75.0C 1.40C  140.72 8§.77 11.80 1.94 32.70 607.00 9.60 . . 2.20 . . 3.00 9.86 0.610
20 01/04/85 72.0C 1.0 168.32 131.41 15.90 2.63 13.40 652.00 8.20 . . 2.20 . 13.%0 14.70 0.756
21 05/08/96 66.8C 1.80 198.25 150.66 18.00 2.43 10.40 €14.00 10.7¢ .10 . 2.7¢C . 7.20 11.20 0.778
22 05/13/%6 68.30C 2.00 170.81 119.6% 14.30 1.75 8.23 544.00 11.80 7.50 . 2.60 . 7.20 g.48 0.688
z3 05/15/%96 67.60 2.80 184.21 137.27 1€.40 2.18 10.70 624.00 10.80 4,30 . 2.40 . S.20 10.30 0.496
24 02/17/87 66.30 2.00 203.22 157.36 18.80 '2.88 10.80 494.00 10.50 ¢.40 . 2.40 . 7.70 13.96 0.84%
23 0z2/19/87 73.50 1.30 63.29) 128.06 15.30 2.06 5.80 508.00 8.20 7.20 . 1.70 . 8.70 1€.00 0.562
26 02/24/87 74.20 1.90 140.99 97.09 11.60 1.75 .23 466.00 10.7¢C .70 . 1.60 . 8.50 16.80 c.2%98

A These 18 samples have been sent to the FDA in various submissions as the samples have been collected by the CAC since 1593. The submissions
since 1993 have alsc included the four samples from the PMR submissions and the four samples from the 1991 CAC submission. But, the sampling
design and composite size for the 18 samples collected since 1993 differs from the 1989-1990 PMA and 1991 CAC sampling design and composite
sizes. Since these 18 samples have & different composite size and sampling methodology than the earlier PMA and CAC samples, statistical
analyses were done by using these date independently of the 1989-1990 PMA data and 1990 CAC data.

® This sample number corresponds to the lot code found in the most recent CAC submission, an August 20, 1998 letter providing all samples (PMA and
CAC) for avocados taken from 188S to 1997.

€ No sodium values were given for samples 9-17 in the CAC 1896 submissicn, Proposal to Develop a Database for Nu
Avocadgs. But, in an August 20, 1998 letter from CAC providing nutritional measurements for newer samples since their last submission in 1596, a
sodium value of 0.0 milligrams was given for sample 18, and nonzerc values were given for samples 15-17 and 19-26. S$Since it was uncertain of
whether sodium was not measured or the measured sodium level was 0.0 for sample 18, Karen Duester from The Food Consulting Company was contacted
on behalf of the CAC on March 24, 19S9. In this telephone conversation, Ms. Duester indicated that the lab sheet for sample 18 could not be

. leccated. BAs Ms. Duester reviewed previous versions cf the avocado data for various dates throughout the study, the sodium value for sample 18
i was blank for some versions and was 0.0 milligrams for other versions. With this uncertainty, the sodium value for sample 18 was assumed not to
be measured and was assumed missing in the statistical analyses.
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. Table 2
1993-1997 Califormia Avocado Commission {CAC) Data
for Avocados *
Serving Size: 30 grams (raw)

CALORIES TOTAL
# FROM TOTAL SATURATED CARBO- DIETARY VITAMIN VITAMIN
SAMPLE®  1AB WATER ASH CALORIES FAT FAT FAT SODIUM® POTASSIUM HYDRATE FIBER SUGARS PROTEIN A c CALCIUM IRON
DATE g) () (keal) {zcal) (o (@ (mg) (mg) (9 (o (g) o) (1IU) (mg) (mg) {mg)
9 1 01/19/93 23.22 0.54 39.31 29.88 3.57 0.58 . 1.92 . 0.00 £.75 39.99 . . .
10 & 01/19/93 23.04  0.45 39.53 28.63 3.42  0.48 . 2.19 . . 0.90 37.50 . . .
11 % 01/19/93 23.355 0.36 37.76 28.12 3.36 0.30 1.95 . . 0.78 42.51 .
12 ¢ 10/04/93 18.32  0.48 69.80 58.25 6.96 1.19 . 2.73 . 0.06 0.51 30.00 . .
13 7 10/05/93 20.02 0.63 62.74 51,48 6.15 .0.85 . 2.40 . . 0.78 50.01 . . .
14 710/19/93 20.64 0.45 57.93 45.70 5.46  0.77 ; . 2.64 . . 0.81 35.01 ] . .
15 3 04/28/94 21.18 .42 55.13 43.94 5.25  0.70 2.45 185.40 2.49 . . 0.66 . 3.18 4.50 0.159
16 % 05/02/94 20.85 0.81 56.88 47.46 5.7 08.79 3.93  192.00 1.89 . . 0.78 . 2.46 3.30 0.158
17 2 05/06/94 23.88 0.66 33.38 24.36 2,91 0.38 5.10  207.30 1.89 . . 0.66 . 2,88 2.26  0.198
18 } 12/29/94 23.34  0.30 35.49 22.35 2.87 0.44 . 145.80 3.09 . . 0.%0 . 3.90 5.70 0.174
19 2 01/03/95 22.50 .42 42.22 29.63 3.54 0.58 9.81 182.10 2.88 . . 0.66 . 2.70 2.96 0.183
20 2 01/04/%5 21.60 §.57 50.30 39.42 4.71  0.79 4.02  195.60 2.46 . . 0.66 . 4.17 4.41 0.227
21 % D5/09/96 20.04 0.54 59.48 45.20 $.40 0.73 3.12  184.290 3.21 2.73 . 0.81 . 2.16 3.36 0.233
22 2 05/13/96 20.79  0.60 51.27 35.91 4.29 0.33 2.47  183.20 3.54 2.25 . 0.78 . 2.16 2.84 0.206
23 3 05/15/96 20.28 0.84 55.26 41.18 4.92  0.85 3.21  187.20 3.24 1.29 . 0.72 . 2.76 3.09  0.149
24 2 02/17/97 19.83 0.60 §0.97 47.21 5.64 0.88 3.24  148.20 3.15 2.82 . 0.72 . 2.31 4.17 0.255
25 * 02/19/97 22.05  0.39 ~18.§§) 38.42 4.59 0.52 1.74 152.40 2.46 2.186 . 0.51 . 2.61 4.80 0.169
26 . 02/24/97 22.26 0.57 36 28.13 3.48  0.53 1.57 139.80 3.21 2.91 . 0.48 . 2.55 5.04 0.089

* These 18 samples have been sant to the FDA in various submissions as the samples have been collected by the CAC since 1993. The submissions
since 1993 have also included the four samples from the PMA submissions and the four samples from the 1991 CAC submission. But, the sampling
design and composite size for the 18 samples collected since 1993 differs from the 1989-1990 PMA and 1990 CAC sampling design and composite
sizes. Since these 18 samples have a different composite size and sampling methodology than the earlier PMA and CAC samples, statistical
analyses were done by using these data independently of the 1989-1990 PMA data and 1990 CAC data.

® This sample number corresponds to the lot code found in the most recent CAC submission, an August 20, 1998 letter providing all samples {PMA and
CAC) for avocados taken from 1989 to 1997.

° No sodium values were given for samples 9-17 in the CAC 1996 submission, Proposal to Develop a Database for Nutrition Labeling California
Avocados. But, in an August 20, 1998 letter from CAC providing nutritional measurements for newer samples since their last submission in 1996, a
sodium value of 0.0 milligrams was given for sample 18, and nonzero values were given for samples 15-17 and 139-26. Since it was uncertain of
whether sodium was not measured or the measured sodium level was 0.0 for sample 18, Karen Duester from The Food Consulting Company was contacted
on behalf of the CAC on March 24, 1%399. 1In this telephone conversation, Ms. Duester indicated that the lab sheet for sample 18 could not be

: located. As Ms. Duester reviewed previous versions of the avocado data for various dates throughout the study, the sodium value for sample 18

! was blank for some versions and was 0.0 milligrams for other versions. With this uncertainty, the sodium value for sample 18 was assumed not to

: be measured and was assumed missing in the statistical analyses.
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Table 3
1993-1997 CAC Data for Raw Avocados
that were excluded from Statistical Analysis
since value was screened as an outlier
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Serving Size: 30 grams (raw)

Sample Nutrient (Units) Measured Reason®
Number Value {calc t > critical)
12 saturated fat 1.19 (2.706 > 2.650)
19 sodium 9.81 (2.689 > 2.360)

The calculated T statistic exceeded the critical value for a 5%
level of significance, resulting in the value/mean for this
record being identified as an outlier and this record being
excluded from the statistical analysis.



Statistical Parameters for Avocados

Lori LeGault

Table 4

derived from

1993-1997 California Avocado Commission (CAC) Data

Nutrient (units)

ash (g}
water (g}

calories

LA B P Y SN

{
calories fro
total fat (g)
saturated fat (g)
cholesterol (mg)
sodium (mg)

potassium (mg)

total carbohydrate (g)
dietary fiber (g)
sugars (g)

protein (g)

vitamin A (IU}

vitamin C (mg)

calcium (mg)

iron (mg)

VVM]

\/

w fat (kcal)

A

Serving Size:

Daegrees
of

11
17
sy
1
17
5
11
11
11

100 grams (raw)

Sample Mean
Size
18 1.7833333
18 71.9388889

SN A TN B B = W ol il P
.1’8.‘1 %2-5‘?',1-:;\1 TR TIT U

1811 1aEg2T-084tats
817 WIRE5H833333
17 2.1123529
0 .

10 10.2830000
12 578.6666667
18 8.7666667
&5 RO -I-BE66667
2 0.1000000
18 2.3277778
6 130.5666667
12 9.4000000
12 12.8975000
12 0.6104167

Standard
Deviation

0.4817248
4.7976880

AN Nno- o -
4292159245 3. 7257

339484798 Bo.os
AL0523414  3.622
0.4930077

3.6137670
75.1100203
1.7736635
20264942 [, 4]
.1414214
.3877621
.7799620
.1362669
.4865302
.1481427

N
OoCwNNCOo

These statistical estimates were derived from 1993-1997 California

Avocado Commission (CAC) Data under the assumption of simple random
sample unless otherwise specified.
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Nutrient (units) Dagrees
of
Freadom
ash (qg) 17
water (g) 17
calories {kcal) b
calories from fat (kcal) »7lb
total fat (g) ¥ lb
saturated fat (g) 16
cholesterol (mg) .
sodium (mg) 9
potassium (mg) 11
total carbohydrate (g) 17
dietary fiber (g) Sy
sugars (qg) 1
protein (g) 17
vitamin A (IO0) 5
vitamin C (mg) 11
calcium (mg) 11
iron (mg) 11

A

Table 5
Statistical Parameters for Avocados

derived from
1993-1997 California Avocado Commission (CAC) Data *
Serving Size: 30 grams (raw)

Sample Mean
Size
18 0.5350000
18 21.5816667
817 dﬁfr 8-S FI3 667
817  %a38-1253333
3BT 4HIB 45550000
17 0.6337059
0 .
10 3.0849000
12 173.6000000
18 2.6300000
&5 251 23606600
2 0.0300000
i8 0.6983333
6 39.1700000
12 2.8200000
12 3.8692500
12 0.1831250

Standard
Daviation

0.1445175
1.4393064
18765765 9370
LS54T Q121
12457054 1,090
0.1479023

1.0841301
22.5330061
0.5320991
B6079474 0.2y
.0424264
.1163286
.8339886
.6408801
.0459591
.0444428

S=OoONO o

These statistical estimates were derived from 1993-1997 California

Avocado Commission (CAC) Data under the assumption of simple random
sample unless otherwise specified.
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Table 6
‘Means, One-sided 95% Prediction Limits,
and Resulting Label Values for Avocados derived from
1993-1997 California Avocado Commission (CAC) Data
Using a Composite Size of 12 Units #
Sexrving 8ize: 30 grams (raw)

95% 95% Roundad
Pradiction Prediction Iabel Labsl
¥utrient (units) Maan Mean Limit Limit Value Value Choice®
(%DV) (%DV) (3DV)
ash (g) 0.535 . . .
water (g) 21.582 . . . . .
calories (kcal) 50.0 calc
calories from fat (kcal) 44135 7190 63WK R.1k9 45.0 cale
total fat (g) LT ArSEET 46868 56065 ol 5 4.0 4.0 pi
saturated fat (g) 0.634 3.169 0.7495 3.748 0.5 3.0 pi
cholesterol (my) . . . - . .
sodium {(mg) 3.085% 0.129 4.3077 0.179 0.0 0.0 pi
potassium (wg) 173.600 4.960 164.3512 4.696 160.0 5.0 pi
total carbohydrate (qg) gd g.:;h Z zl?& % RE3 2.0 1.0 ecalc
dietary fiber (qg) R - g 5.184 24.0 440 pi
sugars (g) 3.030 0 ?984 0.0 pi
protein (g} 0.698 . 0.6130 . 1.0 pi.
vitamin A (IU) 39.170 0.783 30.370 0.607 0.0 pt
vitamin C {(mg) 2.820 4.700 2.028 3.379 . 4.0 pi
calcium (mg) 3.869 0.387 2.393 0.239 . 0.0 pi
iron (mg) 0.183 1.017 0.125 0.695 . 0.0 pi

A These label values were derived from 1993-1997 California Avocado Commuission
(CAC) data under the assumption of simple random sampling and with statistical
methodology in the FDA Nutrition Labeling Manual unless otherwise specified.
Since the actual composite size was 12 units, 12-unit composite samples were
assumed when calculating the one-sided 95% prediction intexval.

» Below is an explanation of the feasible choices for selecting a value for the
nutrition label.

“mean” -~ the mean was statistically selected and rounded for the label.

“pi” ~ the one-sided 95% prediction interval was statistically selected and
rounded for the label.

“calc” - the label value was manually calculated with proximate formulae and
label values statistically derived for other nutrients
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Table 7
Calculation of Total Carbohydrate Nutrition Label Value
for Avocado
using proximate relationship,
total carbohydrate = weight - protein -~ total fat -~ moisture — ash
Serving Siza: 30 grams (raw)

weight (g) 30.000
unrounded protein (g) 0.613
4,30

unrounded total fat (g) €h4£zg
moisture {g) 21.582
ash {(g) 0.535
unrounded total carbohydrate 663 i pmepor- 3 19474 18DV
label value {g) and 1.960 0. 653% DV rounded
corresponding %DV label value
rounded total carbohydrate 2.000 0.667%DV 1%DVv
label value (g) and rounded
corresponding $DV label value

Table 8

Calculation of Calories and Calories from Fat Nutrition Label Valuas
for Avocado
using unrounded label values and proximate relationships derived from
1993-1997 California Avoocado Commission (CAC) Data,
calories = 3.36 x protein + 8.37 x total fat + 3.60 x total carbohydrate
Calories from fat = 8.37 x total fat
Serving Size: 30 grams (raw)

Prdotein Fat Total Caloxie
(g) {g) Carbohydrate { Summation
(g)
Atwater 3.36 8.37 3.60
Factors
Value 0.613 L6064 b
530%% L%to

Calories Per 2.06 4693~ 599~ Lrh 98—
Component (kcal) J4. 4y 1.6l 53,50 .
Rourided Label 45 50
Values (kcal)
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Table 9
Comparison of the Current Values
and Those Values Proposed in this Attachment

Avocados ?
Serving Size: 30 grams (raw)

NUTRIENTS Current Values Values Proposed in
this Attachment
AMOUNT %DV AMOUNT 3DV
calories 55 kcal 50 kecal 1
calories from fat 45 kcal 45 kcal
total fat 5 g 8% 5 &g B 9%
" saturated fat 1g 5 % 0.5 g 3%
cholesterol 0 mg 0 %
Ilsodium 0 mg 0% 0 mg 0%
llpotassium 170 mg 5% 160 mg 5%
total carbohydrate 3 g 1% 2 g 1%
dietary fiber 3 g 12% 2 Xg R A%
sugars 0 g
FIprotein 1g 1 g
vitamin A 0% 0%
vitamin C 4% 4%
calcium 0% 0%
iron 0% 0%

A

in this attachment result from the use of different data.

Differences between the current values and those values proposed



2. Avocado, California varieties, raw, 1/5 medium (30 g/1.1 0z)

Amount  %DV__ Notes 5.2098 53.5b
Calories 50 (0.613)(3.36) + (1.664)(3.6) + (5:6865)(8.37) = 54:98,
rounded to 50
Calories from Fat 45 (5 ,,Q )(8.37) = i‘éé'é’, rounded to 45
Total Fat (g) 5.4 $h9% CAC
Saturated Fat (g) 05 3% CAC
Cholesterol (mg) 0 0%  assumed zero
Sodium (mg) 0 0% CAC
Potassium (mg) 160 5% CAC
Total Carbohydrate (g) 2 1% CAC
Dietary Fiber (g) 2 + 4% CAC
Sugars (g) 0 CAC
Protein (g) 1 CAC
Vitamin A (%) 0% CAC
Vitamin C (%) 4%  CAC
Calcium (%) 0% CAC
Iron (%) 0% CAC

* Data submitted by the California Avocado Commission (CAC) and evaluated by FDA.

10



CALIFORNIA AVOCADO COMMISSION
2000/2001 AMRIC DESTINATION SUMMARY OF POUNDS SHIPPED

VARIETY: HASS

% of
MARKET DESTINATION Nov-00 Dec-00 Jan-01 Feb-01 Mar-01 Apr-01 May-01 Jun-01 Jul-01 Aug-01 Sep-01 Oct-01 YTD Total Variety

BOISE - 3,750 22,150 25,150 22,975 19,700 26,850 19,375 26,700 20,275 12,850 7,450 207,225 0.1%
HAWAII 1,526 - 750 3,650 5,625 6,000 12,000 2,000 - - 1,875 1,875 35,300 0.0%
LAS VEGAS 7,000 10,900 69,825 95,975 159,000 140,525 119,225 137,550 109,650 122,825 48,100 19,775 1,040,350 0.3%
LOS ANGELES 683,400 1472975 6,516,500 6,353,550 8,093,025 9,122,075 11,656,800  11,240.875 10,320,650 11,341,125 5,688,275 4,598,700 87,087,950 22.4%
PHOENIX 48,550 121,375 1,032,300 1,023,600 1,210,500 1,408,800 1,748,425 1,773,250 1,502,200 1,513,000 641,225 325,725 12,348,950 3.2%
PORTLAND 47,475 145,925 745,300 719,000 850,700 984,750 960,850 1,165,575 1,066,525 1,068,500 576,725 192,625 8,523,950 2.2%
SACRAMENTO 38,000 395,975 1,746,650 1,739,600 3,011,475 3,077,400 2,691,300 2,510,850 2,351,125 2,455,550 912,600 335,175 21,265,700 5.5%
SALT LAKE CITY 13,500 92,700 309,150 509,200 618,125 613,600 795,525 901,850 708,275 823,250 442,700 193,225 6,021,100 1.5%
SAN DIEGO 123,850 412,200 1,018,450 1,668,400 2,564,775 2,344,950 2,085,000 1,937,300 2,169,575 2,398,025 820,500 804,375 18,347,400 4.7%
SAN FRANCISCO 243,600 659,250 2,470,300 2,506,350 2,829,525 2,938,350 3,657,200 3,264,850 3,279,900 3,282,150 1,617,475 1,554,850 28,303,800 7.3%
SEATTLE 39,650 222,075 878,900 841,650 995,350 1,198,750 1,284,575 1,322,525 1,381,275 1,502,800 638,050 447,100 10,752,700 2.8%
SPOKANE - 49,200 87,300 74,575 135,250 118,375 135,875 144,450 177,400 128,375 30,900 13,150 1,094,850 0.3%
PACIFIC Total * 1,246,550 3,586,325 14,897,575 15,560,700 20,496,325 21,973,275 25,173,625 24,420,450 23,093,275 24,655,875 11,431,275 8,494,025 195,029,275 50.1%
% of Region 0.6% 1.8% 7.6% 8.0% 10.5% 11.3% 12.9% 12.5% 11.8% 12.6% 5.9% 4.4% 100.0%

% of Total for Month 43.9% 53.0% 65.7% 52.1% 52.0% 48.7% 49.8% 49.5% 48.1% 51.4% 45.7% 47.6% 50.1%

DALLAS 349,925 612,975 1,923,700 1,777,325 2,529,375 2,669,750 3,021,125 2,674,175 2,665,900 2,610,250 1,431,950 1,053,725 23,320,175 6.0%
HOUSTON 167,025 247,775 1,364,175 1,964,525 2,082,475 2,220,750 2,437,450 2,629,075 2,366,350 2,081,825 1,153,275 842,475 19,557,175 5.0%
OKLAHOMA CITY 14,725 32,875 268,325 249,650 275,700 278,225 395,475 399,600 437,050 431,900 197,550 41,550 3,022,625 0.8%
SAN ANTONIO 207,775 411,650 1,367,600 2,588,675 3,579,050 3,060,475 3,199,900 3,119,900 2,552,100 2,068,325 1,122,250 935175 24,212,875 6.2%
TULSA 2,000 - 8,000 48,000 75,000 80,000 111,000 109,250 99,000 98,525 60,750 11,000 702,525 0.2%
WEST TEXAS/NEW MEX 32,575 88,550 490,075 484,625 832,425 892,350 920,625 784,150 768,500 774,375 498,300 135,325 6,701,875 1.7%
SOUTHWEST Total * 774,025 1,393,825 5,421,875 7,112,800 9,374,025 9,201,550 10,085,575 9,716,150 8,888,900 8,065,200 4,464,075 3,019,250 717,517,250 19.9%
% of Region 1.0% 1.8% 7.0% 9.2% 12.1% 11.9% 13.0% 12.5% 11.5% 10.4% 5.8% 3.9% 100.0%

% of Total for Month 27.3% 20.6% 20.3% 23.8% 23.8% 20.4% 20.0% 19.7% 18.5% 16.8% 17.8% 16.9% 19.9%

DENVER 136,250 290,225 953,425 1,115,250 1,080,075 1,431,800 1,591,725 1,363,075 1,578,050 1,513,425 849,575 518,225 12,421,100 3.2%
DES MOINES - 10,500 58,500 51,200 62,725 121,550 145,900 91,925 128,525 132,575 106,800 38,625 948,825 0.2%
KANSAS CITY 40,750 105,950 271,275 223,325 307,675 327,575 323,800 335,950 365,225 440,250 246,900 195,675 3,184,350 0.8%
MINNEAPOLIS - 13,575 291,850 248,325 260,050 357,950 324,025 392,800 478,775 348,125 123,850 42,825 2,882,150 0.7%
OMAHA - 8,000 31,250 43,500 61,850 59,100 77,200 90,250 73,675 52,775 48,625 10,800 557,025 0.1%
ST.LOUIS 8,500 41,250 75,750 56,750 99,650 119,550 97,150 116,925 129,450 118,500 42,025 25,450 930,950 0.2%
WICHITA - 800 8,250 54,300 64,750 55,100 108,650 74,550 61,550 45,950 22,650 8,900 505,450 0.1%
WEST CENTRAL Total * 185,500 470,300 1,690,300 1,792,650 1,936,775 2,472,625 2,668,450 2,465,475 2,815,250 2,651,600 1,440,425 840,500 21,429,850 5.5%
% of Region 0.9% 2.2% 7.9% 8.4% 9.0% 11.5% 12.5% 11.5% 13.1% 12.4% 6.7% 3.9% 100.0%

% of Total for Month 6.5% 7.0% 6.3% 6.0% 4.9% 5.5% 5.3% 5.0% 5.9% 5.5% 5.8% 4.7% 5.5%

CHICAGO 28,100 161,500 740,000 1,098,300 1,396,550 2,139,575 2,591,175 2,364,425 2,524,875 2,422,050 1,772,925 1,382,675 18,622,150 4.8%
CINCINNATI 1,725 21,600 242,425 415,725 411,500 481,550 520,025 546,800 471,775 391,600 124,900 60,075 3,689,700 0.9%
CLEVELAND 900 900 20,900 24,550 51,850 101,850 91,400 89,600 152,700 100,125 40,750 7,600 683,125 0.2%
COLUMBUS - 4,000 4,875 3,250 8,375 22,550 34,000 26,800 30,600 28,700 18,625 8,000 189,775 0.0%
DETROIT 4,000 20,000 138,175 118,125 156,225 356,000 472,800 377,375 520,250 376,900 242,725 269,750 3,052,325 0.8%
GRAND RAPIDS 775 2,575 34,850 49,200 74,400 107,650 74,175 58,700 141,875 79,575 47,600 7,725 679,100 0.2%
GREEN BAY - 5,500 25,075 31,075 46,725 79,576 88,175 65,200 99,325 118,650 75,800 10,800 645,900 0.2%
INDIANAPOLIS 10,375 41,300 133,875 97,000 171,400 243,700 202,850 208,925 217,300 197,525 86,050 18,000 1,628,300 0.4%
LOUISVILLE 4,000 10,000 125,350 146,075 195,800 246,275 379,825 252,775 336,325 317,925 176,025 92,000 2,282,375 0.6%
MILWAUKEE - 3,500 55,675 48,750 140,225 160,100 260,600 240,250 293,450 257,600 143,725 88,325 1,692,200 0.4%
PEORIA 125 5,000 73,325 56,475 48,150 80,125 99,850 127,400 103,000 112,400 27,150 3,125 736,125 0.2%
TOLEDO - - - 2,000 2,000 2,000 - - - - - . 6,000 0.0%
EAST CENTRAL Total * 50,000 275,875 1,594,525 2,090,525 2,703,200 4,020,950 4,814,875 4,358,250 4,891,475 4,403,050 2,756,275 1,948,075 33,907,075 8.7%
% of Reglon 0.1% 0.8% 4.7% 6.2% 8.0% 11.9% 14.2% 12.9% 14.4% 13.0% 8.1% 5.7% 100.0%

% of Total for Month 1.8% 4.1% 6.0% 7.0% 6.9% 8.9% 9.5% 8.8% 10.2% 9.2% 11.0% 10.9% 8.7%
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ALBANY - 1,000 - 6,125 24,950 62,000 50,475 57,350 50,775 82,525 30,325 4,000 369,525 0.1%
BALTIMORE 16,525 23,050 158,500 182,000 411,000 783,850 676,925 763,100 664,400 762,650 433,125 250,575 5,125,700 1.3%
BOSTON 400 20,000 119,825 106,000 290,200 640,875 659,075 835,025 759,326 825,650 443,950 268,550 4,968,875 1.3%
BUFFALO 4,500 1,850 17,100 7,200 38,925 114,225 75,450 73,175 74,700 83,600 48,200 10,100 549,025 0.1%
HARTFORD - - 5,250 6,500 24,000 26,000 18,100 31,900 42,000 41,000 16,000 4,000 214,750 0.1%
NEW ENGLAND - - - 18,000 10,750 - 16,000 26,375 30,000 - - - 101,125 0.0%
NEW YORK 6,000 36,375 267,175 275,625 821,550 2,027,125 2,152,625 2,497,100 2,359,925 2,342,600 1,339,825 1,116,200 15,242,125 3.9%
PHILADELPHIA 2,000 5,400 74,800 40,550 214,875 431,525 503,450 558,850 620,000 442,825 231,425 178,025 3,203,725 0.8%
PITTSBURGH - - 28,800 9,550 40,450 65,775 126,875 93,550 84,575 87,950 26,400 1,825 565,750 0.1%
PROVIDENCE - - - - - 4,000 - - . 4,000 - - 8,000 0.0%
RICHMOND - 2,275 32,500 55,800 20,950 57,650 36,850 60,400 69,600 75,000 44,275 13,800 469,100 0.1%
ROANOKE 3,375 12,275 33,250 24,625 33,825 35,125 46,750 46,625 50,250 61,500 54,000 36,800 438,400 0.1%
SCRANTON - - 1,400 22,900 90,000 107,775 68,000 109,550 147,850 159,900 59,000 26,000 782,375 0.2%
SYRACUSE - - 7,375 3,500 7,375 34,825 30,225 21,000 11,200 10,000 11,400 - 136,900 0.0%
NORTHEAST Total * 32,800 102,225 745,975 758,375 2,028,850 4,390,750 4,450,800 5,174,000 4,364,600 4,979,200 2,737,925 1,909,875 32,175,375 8.3%
% of Region 0.1% 0.3% 2.3% 2.4% 6.3% 13.6% 13.8% 16.1% 15.1% 156.6% 8.5% 5.9% 100.0%
% of Total for Month 1.2% 1.5% 2.8% 2.5% 5.1% 9.7% 8.8% 10.5% 10.1% 10.4% 10.9% 10.7% 8.3%
ATLANTA 380,850 526,975 976,000 827,450 994,825 1,092,150 1,161,900 1,173,500 1,175,825 1,010,250 911,925 795,175 11,026,825 2.8%
BIRMINGHAM 11,375 46,625 78,700 76,725 116,950 121,300 182,925 173,625 192,200 187,700 108,750 25,125 1,322,000 0.3%
CHARLOTTE 25,225 74,425 141,500 264,675 370,775 468,500 421,150 311,275 347,750 271,700 170,975 95,525 2,963,475 0.8%
JACKSONVILLE 2,825 4,000 77,600 68,750 89,400 72,100 93,950 63,600 102,400 82,325 53,400 26,050 736,400 0.2%
KNOXVILLE - 3,700 4,675 4,875 4,875 5,025 4,000 27,450 31,975 32,925 26,325 5,825 151,650 0.0%
LITTLE ROCK 10,000 12,000 50,975 18,250 67,225 34,600 58,350 67,750 117,675 91,125 90,250 41,150 649,350 0.2%
MEMPHIS - 25,400 102,100 108,700 95,175 119,050 129,300 146,625 131,225 106,700 43,325 28,125 1,035,725 0.3%
MIAMI 26,150 67,150 262,375 244,225 235,375 258,025 204,975 224,150 226,325 184,375 67,750 83,800 2,084,675 0.5%
MISSISSIPPI 4,000 - 14,075 19,750 8,625 7,650 4,350 13,700 56,175 11,250 13,900 5,750 159,225 0.0%
NASHVILLE 8,900 20,325 93,175 63,700 105,650 84,375 67,850 99,125 86,750 114,875 86,600 49,400 880,725 0.2%
NEW ORLEANS 17,175 13,350 55,450 64,075 74,400 71,825 118,900 110,850 141,500 132,825 69,300 43,825 913,475 0.2%
ORLANDO 11,000 36,475 89,125 99,975 89,325 80,200 83,825 82,075 68,900 86,225 42,550 30,200 799,875 0.2%
RALEIGH 16,850 32,050 99,300 89,875 142,800 119,025 153,425 191,525 203,075 236,250 156,200 106,775 1,547,150 n.4%

SOUTH CAROLINA 16,075 21,325 175,525 263,475 135,500 210,200 170,350 99,550 133,325 127,100 71,350 77,100 1,500,875 vt
TAMPA 9,300 42,000 139,450 229,250 240,525 225,125 266,550 288,550 310,400 215,200 133,800 69,200 2,169,350 . 0
SOUTHEAST Total * 539,725 925,800 2,360,025 2,443,750 2,761,425 2,969,150 3,121,800 3,073,350 3,325,500 2,890,825 2,046,400 1,483,025 27,940,775 27,
% of Region 1.9% 3.3% 8.4% 8.7% 9.9% 10.6% 11.2% 11.0% 11.9% 10.3% 7.3% 5.3% 100.0%
% of Total for Month 19.0% 13.7% 8.8% 8.2% 7.0% 6.6% 6.2% 6.2% 6.9% 6.0% 8.2% 8.3% 7.2%
OTHER DOMESTIC 7,700 10,050 35,600 132,550 143,850 116,825 188,150 106,575 96,725 340,300 146,725 135,025 1,460,075 0.4%
% of Region 0.5% 0.7% 2.4% 9.1% 9.9% 8.0% 12.9% 7.3% 6.6% 23.3% 10.0% 9.2% 100.0%
% of Total for Month 0.3% 0.1% 0.1% 0.4% 0.4% 0.3% 0.4% 0.2% 0.2% 0.7% 0.6% 0.8% 0.4%
Variety Total * 2,836,300 6,764,400 26,745,875 29,891,350 39,444,450 45,145,125 50,503,275 49,314,250 47,975,725 47,986,050 25,023,100 17,829,775 389,459,675
% of Variety 0.7% 1.7% 6.9% 1.7% 10.1% 11.6% 13.0% 12.7% 12.3% 12.3% 6.4% 4.6% 100.0%



